settlement, one that would provide a monopoly market sending commodities to
England. Settlers were encouraged to gain control of field, forest and mineral in an area reaching up to one hundred miles from the coast. 1 The governance of the colony was complicated by the joint control exercised by the Virginia Company in London and the Council, which ran affairs from within the colony itself. On a practical level though, the early settlers came to rely as much on the support of the local Native
Americans as their distant paymasters in England. The Indians provided food and shelter for the English settlers, without which the Jamestown colony would have failed just as the Roanoke ventures had done in the 1580s. As it was, a large number of the English settlers died in the first few years, both of famine and disease, problems that were exacerbated by the positioning of Jamestown near stagnant and salty water. Despite these early tragedies the Virginia colony did survive, although how far it had achieved a measure of stability by the time of the massacre is still a matter for debate. The development of tobacco as a staple crop coincided with the relocation of Jamestown to more sanitary climes and it brought prosperity if not security to the settlers. As the acquisition of wealth came to influence many of the decisions taken for the future of the colony, a locally based elite began to form, leading to the first meeting of the representatives of the four boroughs at the Virginia Assembly in Jamestown in 1619. Although most of these early leaders were more interested in growing more tobacco than in establishing a colonial culture, it has been argued that enough gains had been made in the field of education by 1622 that the massacre could be regarded as a real cultural as well as human tragedy for the colony. 3 However, the existence of the Virginia colony was still a fragile one; in order for it to succeed the Company had to generate interest in England so that investors and migrants would want to participate in the venture. It was also important to encourage young women to move to America to bring a calming influence to the notoriously dissolute colony. All of the migrants in the early years were young men, and so, by 1620, the Company realised that they would have to advertise for women to be their companions, to marry and produce another generation of Virginian settlers and to bring stability and gentleness to the rough life on the American frontier. 'Adventurers' (investors) in
England contributed large sums of money towards this project and the first shipment of fifty-seven women arrived late in the summer of 1621. These women, intended as wives to the planters, made the Atlantic crossing bearing character-references describing their virtues and their housekeeping skills. As tobacco growing expanded, more labourers were needed to do the hard work on the plantations, but this had to be balanced with a provision of skilled craftsmen and members of the upper classes prepared to lead the colony through its troubled youth. By the time of the massacre, barely a quarter of the settlers being shipped to Virginia survived. English overseas expansion across the globe, who was at that time involved in raising money for a school in Virginia.
Print was not the only medium chosen by those wishing to convey information from Virginia to England. Many migrants from all social classes, apart from the very lowest, used the medium of manuscript to carry news. Letter writers used it to reassure family and friends that they were safe and prospering, or to persuade the authorities not to abandon them. 13 The leaders of the colony also communicated privately by letter with the company or the government in England. These texts often included sensitive information they did not want to be revealed to the general public.
After the Virginia massacre, as during other sensitive times, many in the company feared that migrants and investors would withdraw support, so it was essential that the considered that they were going to behave with more civility than the Spanish, by providing the natives with knowledge that they might become proper human beings while educating them in Christian ways to save their souls as well.
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Linguistic and cultural confusion increased the tension between European and Native leading to an incredibly ambivalent relationship between the two. The natives perceived that the Englishmen's power came from their technological advantage: their ability to kill with sophisticated weapons, but they were vulnerable too. 16 Englishmen were concerned by the military strength of the natives and described living in constant fear of the warlike Indians, although in fact, the natives' assistance helped the settlers get through several harsh winters and Powhatan famously gave his daughter
Pocahontas to an Englishman in a marriage alliance. The English could respect
Powhatan to a certain extent, he was a leader in the European mould, and the Virginian Indians he governed lived in groups comparable to English shires. . 31 The following year, a group of planters composed a manuscript answer to Captain Butler defending the governing of the colony, arguing that the disarray in Virginia, and especially its outlying areas, was entirely due to the massacre. John of the manuscript material that this paper is concerned with, such as the Wyatt letters, cannot really be said to have been 'published' at all, as they remained in the hands of an individual or family, and no further copies were made for distribution to other readers. 36 The exceptions are the multitude of letters and reports, such as Butler's, 'We purpose God willing after we have weeded our tobacco and corne…to goe upon the Waresquokes and Nansemones to cute down the corne and put them to the sorde'. 43 Englishman and native were at war for ten years before an uneasy truce was declared, but fighting broke out again in 1644-46. This time, however, the settlers were too strong and they defeated the natives and captured and killed Opecancanough, the warmonger who had ordered and led the 1622 massacre. The
Powhatan confederacy was broken up and their lands taken, a pattern that would be followed across the American continent in the subsequent centuries.
massacre, albeit with a delay of three and a half months. The printed reports of Waterhouse, Smith and Purchas were based on the accounts that arrived in London on that fateful July day. However, each author for his own reasons chose to employ the medium of print to distort the story, to put his own slant on the tale, to make it his own. In Waterhouse's case, he wanted to protect his paymasters in the Virginia Company, while both Smith and Purchas believed that England's future lay in her exploitation of overseas colonies. Brooke openly admitted his motivation to write a tragic poem eulogising the dead, and exhorting his readers to revenge upon the perfidious natives. These authors wanted to encourage migration and investment, to protect the colony of Virginia, but theirs was a particularly English version of the story, despite the fact that Smith had lived in Virginia. However, he had not been in Virginia for over ten years and was unable to do much more than relate the massacre to his own encounters with natives during the 'starving time': the first three years of settlement. While Purchas did print a few letters from the planters in full, such as one from Samuel Argall describing the aftermath of the massacre, most were edited and paraphrased by Purchas himself. 45 In some ways the spread of news about the massacre was beneficial to the Virginia Company as it kept the colony in the forefront of the public imagination at a time when news from New England, the Caribbean and, of course, Europe was taking centre stage. Following the massacre, the whole of London society was once again discussing Virginia. 46 Its topicality is shown by the play licensed by the Master of the Revels in August 1623 to be played at the Curtain Theatre, entitled 'A Tragedy of the Plantation in Virginia'. 47 The City of London once again acceded to the Company's demand for pauper orphans to be sent to the colony, transporting one hundred children in the autumn of 1622 for the first time in two and a half years. Prior to that the City had not backed out of providing labour because the vagrancy problem had gone away, or because it had a prick of humanitarian conscience, but, rather, simply that there was a lack of interest in Virginia until the massacre brought it back to the public's attention. 48 Why then, did the Virginia Company and later the Privy Council not encourage or permit the stories direct from the mouths of the Virginia planters to be transmitted in print, especially as they were circulating widely in manuscript and their contents had been divulged in the public court? The letter that brought the news of the massacre to England reflected the fears of the men on the ground in Virginia in no uncertain terms. They wrote that the Indians tried to 'cutt us of all and to have swept us away at once through owte the whole lande'. 49 The description of the horrors of the massacre does not seem to justify the Company's suppression of these letters, but the planters' search for someone to blame for the incident probably caused the Company's reticence. The letter went on 'our first and princypall care should have beene for our safetie', and requested that 'the generall assemblie here may have the full power and awthoritie to remove to such a place'. The planters hinted that it was the greedy company in London, granting patents without thought for the security of the plantation that had caused their difficulties. 50 The authors of the letter also raised the spectre of famine, as the massacre had interrupted their planting season, and now many felt that it was too dangerous to be outdoors tending one's fields, so they begged their masters in London to send them a 'sufficient portion of corne.' In fact, the only plea that the Company appears to have heeded was for more arms, although as previously mentioned, the quality of the arms they sent to Virginia left a lot to be desired. The attitude of the Company towards its servants is revealed in their reply to that letter on August 1, promising to send more men to fortify the settlement, but patronisingly suggesting that the massacre was a warning from God 'for the punishment of yours and our transgressions'. They told the planters we 'earnestly require the speedie redresse of those two enormous excesses of apparel and drinkeing, the crie whereof cannot but have gon up to heaven'. 
